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the amendments of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the bill (S. 1124) ‘‘An
Act to authorize appropriations for fis-
cal year 1996 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, to pre-
scribe personnel strengths for such fis-
cal year for the Armed Forces, and for
other purposes.’’, agrees to a con-
ference asked by the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and appoints Mr. THURMOND, Mr.
WARNER, Mr. COHEN, Mr. LOTT, Mr.
NUNN, Mr. EXON, and Mr. LEVIN, be the
conferees on the part of the Senate.
f
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HASTERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of May 12, 1995, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WISE]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. WISE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr.
JONES] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. FIELDS] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. FIELDS of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr.
FUNDERBURK] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

[Mr. FUNDERBURK] addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. MILLER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. MILLER of California addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. COLLINS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. COLLINS of Georgia addressed
the House. His remarks will appear

hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. BENTSEN] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. BENTSEN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BUYER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. BUYER addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon [Mr. DEFAZIO] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

WHITE HOUSE TRAVEL OFFICE
SCANDAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr.
ROHRABACHER] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
the first scandal of the Clinton admin-
istration was brought on in May of 1993
by the precipitous firing of Billy Dale
and six other long-time employees of
the White House travel office.

Having worked in the White House
for 7 years, I was fully aware of the
personal tragedy this dismissal rep-
resented. Billy Dale and the career
civil servants that were sacked by the
new White House regime were hard-
working professionals who labored for
Republicans and Democrats, never tak-
ing sides in politics, but only con-
cerned about making the White House
run as efficiently as possible.

But they were in the way. A relative
of the President needed a job, and who
cares about if the rules get bent or if
some little guy has to be stepped upon?
Furthermore, one of the President’s big
contributors owned a travel agency and
wanted the business.

Bill Dale and those faithful Federal
employees were not just fired. They
were ambushed, assaulted, beaten up
and left bleeding in the alley. They
came to work one day and were simply
told after decades of service to get out.

This callous and probably illegal ter-
mination of loyal employees imme-
diately created a stir. After it was
learned that the President’s relative
and a campaign contributor would be
the beneficiaries of this act, it created
an uproar. That only made things
worse. Dale had to be personally at-
tacked then to protect the administra-
tion from criticism.

A vulnerability was found and appar-
ently over the many years and decades

of Dale’s service, he had become com-
placent about keeping the formal
records of petty cash and tips in the of-
fice that he oversaw.

To put this in perspective, Hazel
O’Leary spends hundreds of thousands
of taxpayer dollars gallivanting all
over the planet, from plush hotel to
plush hotel, but it is the little guy,
Billy Dale, that gets investigated.

In as shameful an act and political a
prosecution as I have ever seen, he was
charged with criminal violations, em-
bezzlement. This was, as is clear now, a
blatant, ugly assault on a public em-
ployee by a power elite trying to pro-
tect themselves.

The FBI and the prosecutors went
along. Why? Well, it not only reflects
viciousness and callousness, but this
also reflects an unprofessional and
questionable use of law enforcement.
So why did they go along?

Well, when the situation played itself
out, Dale not only lost his job, but it
cost his life savings to defend himself.
He lost everything. Those involved
with this travesty, this injustice,
should be ashamed. It took a jury here
in Washington, DC, all of 2 hours to de-
termine that Dale was innocent of all
the charges brought against him. The
President did not even have the de-
cency to apologize for what he did to
Dale.

Whose mean-spirited idea, whose stu-
pid idea was this in the first place?
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Why did the FBI and the Department
of Justice and the White House staff go
along with it?

Well, these are good questions. Early
on, fingers pointed to the First Lady,
but the charge was denied over and
over and over again. Well, at last, evi-
dence is beginning to surface. A memo
written at the time by White House
chief administrator David Watkins
says and describes First Lady Hillary
Rodham Clinton as being the driving
force behind this heinous attack
against Billy Dale. No one was willing
to stand up against her.

The shenanigans of the Clinton White
House are beginning to make the court
of MacBeth look tame in comparison.
This certainly makes Nancy Reagan’s
coveting of dresses and dishes a quaint
memory of tainted innocence.

The First Lady and the President are
responsible for their actions. The
American people deserve the facts, and
the press, in this former reporter’s
opinion, has not been informing the
American people as to the nature of
those who hold power.

Well, now it is going to become clear
to the American people they cannot
cover it up any more, as the front page
headline of the New York Post says,
‘‘Hillary Did It.’’ Well, whether it is
Whitewater or the Vincent Foster sui-
cide or the scandalous coverup of ille-
gal activities, of the illegal activities
of the health care task force or this
Travelgate affair, America needs to get
to the bottom of these matters. We
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need to know the facts so that we can
know who is governing this country
and what they stand for.

If the little guy who keeps this Gov-
ernment going is stepped upon and
abused like this, America will not be
the same country. We must stand up
for America and our ideals.
f

IN SUPPORT OF THE COALITION
BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HASTERT). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. TAYLOR] is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I apologize to the staff, who I
know I am keeping late. I hope what I
say is worth hearing to the American
people.

If you have been listening to the
budget debate, you have heard Member
after Member talk about reducing the
deficit, and it is not so, folks, and the
Congressional Budget Office has scored
the plan put forward by the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. KASICH] for next year,
the only year that this Congress could
really vote on, because we are only
elected for 2 years at a time.

The truth of the matter is that the
budget by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. KASICH], as introduced, would in-
crease the annual operating deficit of
this Nation from $236 to $270 billion,
and hidden in there is the theft of
about $100 billion from the trust funds
that people pay into when you pay
your FICA taxes, your social security
taxes. That is not a plan to balance the
budget. You do not balance the budget
by taking your first step backwards.

There is a plan to balance the budget.
It was put together by a group of peo-
ple, mostly conservative Democrats,
but some of them are now Republicans.
It is called the Coalition budget. When
compared to the Kasich budget, it
would save this Nation $33 billion in
the first 2 years and $53 billion in the
first 3 years, the years that really
count, the years where you can pre-
sume Members of Congress who are
now Members of Congress will be
around to live by it to make sure it
works rather than saying someone 7
years from now is going to do what this
Congress would not do.

Unfortunately, Speaker GINGRICH has
now twice ruled that the Members of
this body cannot even vote on this
measure. But there is something that
can be done about it. There is a dis-
charge petition where Members of this
body, if 218 Members of this body will
go down and sign it, then we can vote
on the Coalition budget. We can get to
a balanced budget quicker. We can do
it with less pain and less borrowing,
and to tell you the effect of the borrow-
ing is every 2 minutes in this Nation
we have to go out and borrow a million
dollars just to pay the interest on the
national debt, every 2 minutes, $1 mil-
lion in interest payments on the na-
tional debt.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. I yield
to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. SKELTON. As a supporter of the
Democratic Coalition conservation
budget, there were an awful lot of peo-
ple that did vote for it, and it is look-
ing better and better every day.

I would like for you to explain what
you touched on a moment ago about
the larger deficit on the operating ex-
penses, please.

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Well,
again, the American people, and I do
not think the press explains this very
well, there are two things we are deal-
ing with. No. 1 is the accumulated debt
over many years, where the Nation
spent more money than it collected in
taxes. That is $5 trillion. Until we will
get to the balanced budget, every year
they are spending more money than
they are collecting in taxes, and that is
the annual operating deficit. The an-
nual operating deficit under the Kasich
budget, as approved by the majority of
the Republicans in the House, will bor-
row $270 billion for this fiscal year.

Mr. SKELTON. In other words, it is
going to cost the Americans more?

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. It will
cost the Americans more. And they
keep saying they have a 7-year plan to
balance the budget, but the first step is
a step backward, not a step toward bal-
ancing the budget, a step toward larger
deficit.

Mr. SKELTON. The budget I voted
for, the Democratic Coalition budget,
does not do that? Is that correct?

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. The Coa-
lition budget is a step in the right di-
rection. It would not borrow as much.
Both of them, unfortunately, borrow
money for the first year. It borrows
less money, and cumulatively it bor-
rows less, $50 billion less than the Re-
publican plan.

TRIBUTE TO BRETT FAVRE

On a much lighter note, I am going
to brag on a fine young man from the
State of Mississippi, from a community
that I doubt is even on the map, who
last week was voted the most valuable
player in the NFL, a young man by the
name of Brett Favre, who is the most
deserving of that of any American I
can think of. His mom and dad are pub-
lic school teachers back in south Mis-
sissippi. His dad was his high school
football coach.

He went on and played for the Uni-
versity of Southern Mississippi. By
sheer hard work and determination, he
has been recognized as the finest foot-
ball player in the United States of
America. It could not happen to a nicer
family. It could not happen to a nicer
guy.

Congratulations, Brett Favre.
f

A DIFFERENT PERSPECTIVE
ABOUT BALANCING THE BUDGET
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. KIM] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KIM. Mr. Speaker, in California
time right now it is 7 o’clock, and I
hope that many people from my dis-
trict will turn on their TV and watch
me tonight. I think people are tired of
listening to all of this bashing each
other about balancing the budget. I
want to talk about some different per-
spective about this balancing the budg-
et.

The Government waste, that is what
I would like to talk about tonight, the
waste and fraud is everywhere, Medi-
care, Medicaid; you are talking about
waste and fraud. It is unbelievable.
Food stamps, my golly, they are buy-
ing at a discount rate, turning around
and selling it, buying drugs. It is total
wasting, all kinds of fraud going on.

The EITC, that is supposed to help
people who have children, dependents.
Now what happens? They changed the
law back in 1987. Now anybody can re-
ceive a cash payment from the Govern-
ment, even prison inmates. Waste and
fraud, just beyond control. Welfare, we
all know that.

Housing, my golly, we have got hous-
ing projects put together by a Federal
agency. It is unbelievable. All the
housing is empty right now and de-
faulted. It is just unbelievable waste
and fraud going on.

We have more than 9,000 Federal pro-
grams overlapping each other. Nobody
knows who is doing what. Each time
there is a problem, we allocate the
money and set up another agency to
take care of this certain sector of the
people, and this is going on, I do not
know how many years, last 40 years.
‘‘You have got the problem? Come and
see us, we have got a program for you.’’

Let me give you one bizarre story I
read this morning in the Washington
Post, Washington Times, and U.S.A.
Today about the Department of En-
ergy. It is a frightening story which I
would like to share with you tonight
and with the people of California.

DOE, Department of Energy, was
founded back in 1977 by Mr. Carter dur-
ing this energy crisis. This is a tem-
porary agency. Their job is to manage
oil control, oil price control, and ra-
tioning; second responsibility is to find
the energy alternative to oil, imported
oil, because we are afraid that someday
oil-producing nations will control us.
That is all it is. It is a domestic issue.
They have got to stay and do energy
research and oil price control. That is
what their job is.

Today they have got 20,000 employ-
ees. They should have been gone a long
time ago, 20,000 employees. What are
they doing? Seventy percent of their
money goes into weapons testing. Can
you imagine, weapons testing? That
should be done by DOD, Defense De-
partment. Only 16 percent of the
money goes to R&D, development of
energy. I mean, this is just really ridic-
ulous.

But let me tell you a real horror
story. The agency Secretary, supposed
to be in charge of the entire Depart-
ment of Energy, she spent 130 days
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